for many years the chief compiler of 'Garrison and Morton', and the present volume naturally leans heavily on that bible of the antiquarian bookseller. GM numbers are given at the end of relevant entries. Each year with an entry, from 3000 BC (Edwin Smith Papyrus) to 1996 (three deaths), is divided, where appropriate, into three main categories, events, births and deaths. Since 1901, information about the Nobel Prize (always for medicine or physiology, but also for chemistry or physics if there were medical implications) heads the list of events, and the authors are understandably chary ofjudging what was significant in the recent world of discovery: AIDS in 1981 and BSE in 1985 Press, 1996, pp. xiv, 218, illus., $19.95 (0-226-75020-5) .
It is always slightly invidious when two books are published within a short time of one another, each with similar aspirations and attributes. In this case, we are presented with two works of roughly comparable length offering an introduction to the Scientific Revolution. Of the two, Shapin's-a one-off production from the University of Chicago Press-is the more elegantly produced, with an attractive page layout and over twenty pages of illustrations (though How do the two compare? Henry follows the existing historiography more closely, with chapters on such topics as 'The mechanical philosophy', 'Magic and the origins of modern science' and 'Religion and science'. Shapin, on the other hand, sets his own agenda to a greater extent, dividing his text into three chapters entitled 'What was known?', 'How was it known?', and 'What was the knowledge for?'. Some may find this helpful, but for those seeking an introduction to a densely researched field, the former approach is probably to be preferred. In addition, Shapin's book is a little self-indulgent and occasionally slightly convoluted, not least in a series of footnotes which seem to be intended to clarify matters but which sometimes complicate them. He also includes a number of quotations from contemporary sources, which are largely eschewed in Henry's succinct text. Yet Shapin is more restricted in his coverage than Henry, who manages to cover a phenomenal amount of ground in a balanced manner, not least in the chapter entitled 'The scientific method', in which a remarkable range of thinkers and themes are introduced (his book also has the fuller index of the two).
The greatest contrast between the two books is the way in which they engage with the existing literature. As already noted, each has a lengthy bibliography which is worth consulting in its own right. However, Henry makes repeated reference to specific items in his by citing them (Chicago, 1994) . Hence, a degree of surmise is required to work out exactly what literature is being referred to at any point, apart from the clues provided by Shapin's practice of marking with asterisks the items in his bibliographic essay on which he acknowledges that he has chiefly relied. On balance, though a stimulating essay, Shapin's is a less satisfactory work than Henry's, in which the well-tried pedagogic model deployed proves highly successful, quite apart from the merits of its exposition in its own right. The verdict therefore is that Henry's book is to be recommended as the best brief introduction to the Scientific Revolution currently available.
Michael Hunter, Birkbeck College, University of London Galen, On the elements according to Hippocrates, Corpus medicorum Graecorum, V. 1,2, ed. and transl. and commentary by Phillip De Lacy, Berlin Akademie Verlag, 1996, pp. 236, DM 220 (3-05-002877-7 
